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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on March 7, 2007, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 
1.132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

2. Claims 9-24, 26-27 and 29-31 are pending. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 9, 17-19, 24 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bays et al. (US 2003/0018632) in view of Hiqqins et al. (US 
7,143,074 B2). 
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As per claim 9 Bays et al. is directed to a computer implemented method for 
providing an indication of an annotation to a portion of a first view of data, comprising: 

providing an interface configured to display a second view of data, wherein the 
second view of data is displayed later in time relative to the first view of data ( Bays et 
aL, figure 2 shows interface with icons and view selection). 

Bays et al. does not teach analyzing the second view of data to identify sub- 
objects visible in both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first view 
of data. 

Higgins et al. teaches analyzing the second view of data to identify sub-objects 
visible in both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first view of data 
( Higgins et al. , column 21, lines 28-34) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et aL by teachings of Higgins et al. to include 
analyzing the second view of data to identify sub-objects visible in both the second view 
of data and the annotated portion of the first view of data because analysis provides 
means to compare information. 

Bays et al. , does not teach providing an indication of the annotation in the 
interface, when a predetermined set of sub-objects visible in the second view of data 
are visible in the annotated portion of the first view of data. 

Higgins et al. teaches providing an indication of the annotation in the interface, 
when a predetermined set of sub-objects visible in the second view of data are visible in 
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the annotated portion of the first view of data ( Higgins et aL column 8, lines 33-36, 
wherein the "indication" could mean links). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et aL by teachings of Higgins et al. to include 
providing an indication of the annotation in the interface, when a predetermined set of 
sub-objects visible in the second view of data are visible in the annotated portion of the 
first view of data because providing an indication to user makes the use easier and 
more efficient. 

As per claim 17 Bays et al. is directed to a computer implemented method of 
creating and displaying an annotation associated with an annotated portion of a first 
view of data, comprising: 

providing an interface through which a user selects the annotated portion of the 
first view of data and creates the annotation, wherein the annotated portion comprises 
at least two cells visible in the first view of data (Bays et al. , figure 2 shows "interface" 
with icons, rows and columns; paragraph 0020, lines 1-3). 

creating a record containing the annotation and a link to each cell in the 
annotated portion ( Bays et al. , paragraph 0020, lines 1-3). 

presenting a second view of data, wherein the second view of data is presented 
later in time relative to the first view of data ( Bays et aL paragraph 0081, lines 13-14) 
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Bays et al. does not teach analyzing the second view of data to identify sub- 
objects visible in both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first view 
of data. 

Hiqqins et al. teaches analyzing the second view of data to identify sub-objects 
visible in both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first view of data 
( Higgins et al. , column 21, lines 28-34) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et al. by teachings of Higgins et al. to include 
analyzing the second view of data to identify sub-objects visible in both the second view 
of data and the annotated portion of the first view of data because analysis provides 
means to compare information. 

Bays et al. , does not teach providing an indication of the annotation to the user, 
when a predetermined set of cells visible in the second view of data are visible in the 
referenced portion of the first view of data. 

Higgins et al. teaches providing an indication of the annotation to the user, when 
a predetermined set of cells visible in the second view of data are visible in the 
referenced portion of the first view of data ( Higgins et aL column 8, lines 33-36, wherein 
the "indication" could mean links). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et aL by teachings of Higgins et al. to include 
providing an indication of the annotation to the user, when a predetermined set of cells 
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visible in the second view of data are visible in the referenced portion of the first view of 
data because providing an indication to user makes the use easier and more efficient. 

As per claim 18 Bays et al. as modified is directed to the predetermined set of 
cells comprises at least one of: 

all the cells visible in the annotated portion of the first view of data ( Bays et al. , 
figure 2); 

a predetermined number of cells visible in the annotated portion of the first view 
of data ( Bays et al. . figure 2); 

a specified set of cells visible in the annotate portion of the first view of data 
( Bays et al. , figure 2); 

and a predetermined percentage of cells visible in the annotated portion of the 
first view of data ( Bays et al. . page 2, paragraph 0022, lines 5-7). 

As per claim 19 Bays et al. as modified is directed to the predetermined set of 
cells is specified by a user via the interface through which the user selects the 
annotated portion of the first view of data and creates of the annotation ( Bays et al. , 
paragraph 0020, lines 1-3). 

As per claim 24 Bays et al. is directed to a computer-readable storage medium 
containing a program for associating an annotation with an annotated portion of a first 
view of data which, when executed by a processor, performs operations comprising: 
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providing first interface through which a user selects the annotated portion and 
creates the annotation, wherein the annotated portion comprises at least two cells 
visible in the first view of data ( Bays etaL figure 2 shows "interface" with icons, rows 
and columns; paragraph 0020, lines 1-3). 

creating a link to each cell in the annotated portion (Bays et aL paragraph 0063, 
lines 6-8, wherein an index keeps pointers to each cell/location). 

creating a record containing the annotation and a link to each cell in the 
annotated portion ( Bays et aL , paragraph 0020, lines 1-3). 

presenting a second view of data, wherein the second view of data is presented 
later in time relative to the first view of data ( Bays etaL paragraph 0081 , lines 13-14) 

Bays et al. does not teach analyzing the second view of data to identify cells 
visible in both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first view of 
data. 

Hiqgins et al. teaches analyzing the second view of data to identify cells visible in 
both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first view of data ( Higgins 
et al. , column 21, lines 28-34) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et al. by teachings of Higgins et al. to include 
analyzing the second view of data to identify cells visible in both the second view of data 
and the annotated portion of the first view of data because analysis provides means to 
compare information. 
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Bays etaL does not teach providing an indication of the annotation to the user, 
when a predetermined set of cells visible in the second view of data are visible in the 
annotated portion of the first view of data. 

Higgins etal. teaches providing an indication of the annotation to the user, when 
a predetermined set of cells visible in the second view of data are visible in the 
annotated portion of the first view of data (Higgins et al. , column 8, lines 33-36, wherein 
the "indication" could mean links). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et al. by teachings of Higgins et al. to include 
providing an indication of the annotation to the user, when a predetermined set of cells 
visible in the second view of data are visible in the annotated portion of the first view of 
data because providing an indication to user makes the use easier and more efficient. 

As per claim 27 Bays et al. is directed to a system to create and display 
annotations associated with views of data, comprising: 

a processor ( Bays etal. , page 3, paragraph 0049, line 3); 

an application to display views of data (Bays et al. , figure 2 shows "interface" with 
icons, rows and columns; page 4, paragraph 0050, lines 8-9); 

a storage medium to store an annotation database to store annotation records 
( Bays et al. , page 4, paragraph 0052, lines 16-17); and 

an annotation system configured to 
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create an annotation for a selected annotated portion of a first view of data 
displayed by the application, wherein the annotated portion comprises at least 
two cells visible in the first view of data ( Bays etaL figure 2 shows "interface" 
with icons, rows and columns; paragraph 0020, lines 1-3), 

create cell links to each cell visible in the annotated portion ( Bays et aL 
paragraph 0063, lines 6-8, wherein an index keeps pointers to each cell/location), 

create an annotation record containing the annotation and the cell links 
( Bays et aL , paragraph 0020, lines 1-3), 

Bays et al. does not teach analyze a second view of data displayed by the 
application to identify cells visible in both the second view of data and the 
annotated portion of the first view of data, wherein the second view of data is 
displayed later in time relative to the first view of data. 

Higgins et aL teaches analyze a second view of data displayed by the 
application to identify cells visible in both the second view of data and the 
annotated portion of the first view of data, wherein the second view of data is 
displayed later in time relative to the first view of data ( Higgins etaL , column 21, 
lines 28-34) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et aL by teachings of Higgins et al. to 
include analyze a second view of data displayed by the application to identify 
cells visible in both the second view of data and the annotated portion of the first 
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view of data, wherein the second view of data is displayed later in time relative to 
the first view of data because analysis provides means to compare information. 

Bays et aL does not teach provide an indication of the annotation, when a 
predetermined set of cells visible in the second view of data are visible in the 
annotated portion of the first view of data. 

Higgins et al. teaches provide an indication of the annotation, when a 
predetermined set of cells visible in the second view of data are visible in the 
annotated portion of the first view of data ( Higgins et al. , column 8, lines 33-36, 
wherein the "indication" could mean links). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the Bays et al. by teachings of Higgins etal. to 
include provide an indication of the annotation, when a predetermined set of cells 
visible in the second view of data are visible in the annotated portion of the first 
view of data because providing an indication to user makes the use easier and 
more efficient. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 10-16, 20-23, 26 and 29-31 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 



6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 9-24, 26-27 and 29-31 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tomasz Ponikiewski whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1721. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Gaffin can be reached on (571)272-4146. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 



SUI 




